This paper is concerned with documenting the changes from 1990 to 2000 in the occupational attainment of adult Jewish men and women compared to their non-Jewish counterparts, based on the U.S. Census and the National Jewish Population Survey. The analysis for men constitutes an extension of an earlier study that compared the occupational distributions of Jewish and other men from 1890 to 1990 (Chiswick 1999). This study for the first time includes a comparative occupational analysis for Jewish and other women. Moreover, it documents the effect on these occupational distributions of the changes in the occupational classifications used by the U.S.
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The Background
The object of the earlier study (Chiswick 1999) , as well as this one, was to quantify the broad occupational categories and extent of self-employ-ment that reflect both the relative skills the individual brings to the labor market, and the likely economic benefits from these skills. The previous analysis was limited to adult males (age 25-64) because until recent decades married women, whether Jewish or not, had relatively low rates of labor forces participation. 1 The analysis was limited to whites to increase comparability because nearly all Jews in the Uniled States are white (97 percent in the 2000 National Jewish Population Survey). 2
Most of the 12 data points for the period covered, 1890 to 1990, were from U.S. government sources, primarily the decennial censuses, although other data points were from private sources, including the National Opinion Research Center's General Social Survey (GSS) and the 1990 National Jewish Population Survey (NJPS 1990) . In some instances there were direct Jewish identifiers (e.g., the question, "What is your religion?"). In other instances, indirect techniques were employed, such as in the early decades of the 20 th century, when a Yiddish or Hebrew mother tongue, or Russian or Russian-Poland birth or parentage, served as identifiers.
The decennial census of the Unites States asked the respondents' occupation for the first time in 1850. The U.S. Census has never included a question on religion. There would be no practical way of identifying Jews in the 1850 Census. Most of the Jews in the United States in 1850 were U.S.-born Jews of Sephardic origin or recent immigrants from Germany. Neither group of Jews could be identified as such in the data that are available. Country of birth was first asked in the 1850 Census, and parents' country of birth was first asked in 1870 (the question on parents' country of birth was discontinued after the 1970 Census). The first time language was asked about was in 1910 with a question on "mother tongue," specified at the time as the customary language spoken in the respondent's home before the respondent or the respondent's parents immigrated. A language question of one sort or another has been included in every census since then, most recently regarding a language other than or in addition to English currently spoken in the home.
The large-scale Russian and Russian-Polish Jewish immigration did not begin until the 1880s. In principle, the 1890 Census would be the first census that could be used to develop the occupational distribution of American Jews using Russian origin as an identifier for Jewish immigrants. Unfortunately, the published volumes from this census do not include an occupational distribution by country of birth, and most of the manuscript records from this census were destroyed in a fire (Blake 1996) . As a result, a systematic microdata file has not been developed
